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Reply to Office Action of March 2, 2010 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion is respectfully requested. 

Claims 35-46 are presently pending in this case. Claims 35 and 43 are amended by 
the present amendment. As amended Claims 35 and 43 are supported by the original 
disclosure,^ no new matter is added. 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 35-46 were rejected under35 U.S.C. §112, 
second paragraph; and Claims 35-39 and 42-46 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as 
anticipated by Yonemitsu et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,592,450, hereinafter "Yoneniitsu"). 
However, Claims 40 and 41 were indicated as including allowable subject matter. 

Applicant acknowledges with appreciation the indication that Claims 40 and 41 
include allowable subject matter. 

Applicants and Applicants' representatives thank Examiner Chu for the courtesy of 
the interview granted to Applicants' representatives on May 28, 2010. During the interview, 
proposed amendments to the claims to overcome the outstanding rejections were discussed. 
Examiner Chu agreed that the proposed amendment appeared to overcome the rejections of 
record. 

With regard to rejection of Claims 35 and 43 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph, Claim 35 is amended to recite "a first and second subcode data recorded in a 
plurality of locations on the medium, identical first and second subcode data being 
repetitively recorded at locations in a circumferential direction at substantially equal 
distances apart from each other around an entire circumference of the medium." Claim 43 is 
amended in a similar manner. As Claims 35 and 43 clearly recite that the first and second 



^See, e.g., Figures 3, 4A, and 11. 
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subcode data are recorded in a plurality of locations on the medium, Claims 35 and 43 are in 
compliance with all requirements under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. 

With regard to the rejection of Claims 35 and 43 as anticipated by Yonemitsu. that 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Amended Claim 35 recites in part: 

a first and second subcode data recorded in a plurality 
of locations on the medium, identical first and second subcode 
data being repetitively recorded at locations in a 
circumferential direction at substantially equal distances 
apart from each other around an entire circumference of the 
medium, including data for uniquely identifying the recording 
medium, the intervals at which the first and second subcode 
data are recorded corresponding to a linear velocity for 
accessing the medium via the recording/reproducing device. 

Figure 5 of Yonemitsu illustrates that TOC information may be recorded more than 
once on a recording medium. However, Yonemitsu does not describe that the TOC 
information is repetitively recorded at locations in a circumferential direction at substantially 
equal distances apart from each other around an entire circumference of the medium. Thus, 
Yonemitsu cannot teach or suggest "first and second subcode data" as defined in amended 
Claim 35. Therefore, Claim 35 (and Claims 36-42 dependent therefi"om) is not anticipated by 
Yonemitsu and is patentable thereover. 

Amended Claim 43 recites in part: 

a read/write unit configured to access a first and second 
subcode data recorded in a plurality of locations on the 
medium, identical first and second subcode data being 
repetitively recorded at locations in a circumferential 
direction at substantially equal distances apart from each 
other around an entire circumference of the medium, 
including data for uniquely identifying the recording medium, 
the intervals at which the first subcode data are recorded 
corresponding to a linear velocity for accessing the medium. 

As noted above, Yonemitsu does not describe that the TOC data is repetitively 

recorded at locations in a circumferential direction at substantially equal distances apart 
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from each other around an entire circximference of the medium. Accordingly, Yonemitsu 
cannot describe a read/write unit configured to access "identical first and second subcode 
data" as recited in amended Claim 43. Thus, Claim 43 (and Claims 44 and 46 dependent 
therefrom) is also not anticipated by Yonemitsu and is patentable thereover. 

Accordingly, the pending claims are believed to be in condition for formal allowance. 
An early and favorable action to that effect is respectfully requested. 
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